
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of Remarks E1167June 18, 1998
methods to detect, identify and quantify patho-
gens in a wide variety of environments . . .’’

The methods for detecting a wide range of
bacterial, viral, and parasitic pathogens in or
on fresh fruits and vegetables are
limited . . .’’

This bill would provide additional funds for
research and development on test methods to
detect E. coli, salmonella and other disease-
causing microorganisms and pesticide resi-
dues in imported food, as it enters the U.S.
and before it is distributed to the public. The
bill requires FDA to devote resources to devel-
oping such tests within three years of the date
of enactment. This funding will be in addition
to FDA appropriated funds and will be col-
lected through a modest, $20 per entry, user
fee on imported food.

USER FEE FOR IMPORTED FOOD

This legislation also provides for a modest
user fee to be paid to the FDA for each entry
of foreign food imported into the U.S. It is
clear that the current Majority in Congress is
not prepared to appropriate funds needed to
protect Americans from unsafe food. Funds for
the President’s food safety initiative were re-
cently zeroed out at the Senate Appropriations
Committee and in the House, the President’s
initiative received only a token funding level.

A user fee on imported food, like the user
fee in the Imported Food Safety Act, would
ensure that FDA has much needed resources
to protect American consumers from unsafe
imported food. The proceeds from this user
fee would be used to fund much needed re-
search efforts on ‘‘real time’’ test methods for
detecting pathogenic contaminants in food and
to fund increased FDA efforts to inspect for-
eign fresh and packaged foods coming into
the country.

The U.S. imports approximately 2.7 million
entries of food each year that are valued at
approximately $36 billion. The bill provides
that a per entry fee of no more than $20
would be imposed on food imports. This fee is
not based on the value of a shipment of im-
ported food. Instead, it is an amount based on
the cost of processing and approving food im-
ports, including the cost of sampling and test-
ing.

COUNTRY-OF-ORIGIN LABELING

Finally, this bill requires country-of-origin la-
beling of all imported foods. Restaurants and
other prepared-food service establishments
are exempted from complying with the coun-
try-of-origin labeling requirement. We often for-
get that the toughest, and many times the
best, regulators are America’s consumers.
This bill gives consumers information that al-
lows them to make informed choices with re-
spect to the conditions under which the food
they buy is produced.

Maintaining public confidence in the safety
of the food supply is of paramount importance.
People must be confident that the food they
purchase and provide for themselves and their
families is safe. Country-of-origin labeling will
empower consumers, giving them greater in-
formation on which to base their food purchas-
ing decisions. This is especially important in
view of the now all too frequent outbreaks of
food-borne illness.

We need to focus our efforts on eradicating
food-borne illness in this country. As our con-
sumption of imported food continues to grow,
we must find ways of ensuring that foreign
produced food meets our health and safety
standards. It simply is no longer acceptable for

government to blame its failures on the in-
creased volume of imports or the fact that de-
tection methods are not available.

FDA must be given the authority, the re-
sources, and the responsibility to ensure that
foreign produced foods get to the consumers
of this country, if, and only if, they meet U.S.
health and safety standards.

The Imported Food Safety Act of 1998
would give FDA, for the first time, the author-
ity, resources, and responsibility it needs to
tackle this problem in a meaningful way. This
is good public health policy, and the American
people deserve no less. I urge my colleagues
to support this important legislation.
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Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, Attorney Gen-
eral Janet Reno’s announcement today that
allegations of improper conduct by Independ-
ent Counsel Ken Starr have been referred to
the Justice Department’s Office of Profes-
sional Responsibility is an appropriate first
step. Over the past few days, serious ques-
tions concerning the behavior of Mr. Starr and
his staff have been raised. On the one hand,
a respected journalist, Steven Brill, says that
Mr. Starr admitted leaking grand jury informa-
tion. For his part, Mr. Starr does not deny
meeting with reporters on an ‘‘off the record
basis.’’ Instead, he says that the information
he provided during those meetings was not
covered by Rule 6(e) of the Federal Rules of
Criminal Procedure.

To resolve this dispute, any investigation
must determine two important things. First, ex-
actly what information did Mr. Starr give to re-
porters during his ‘‘off the record’’ meetings?
Second, what are the legal rules that govern
what an Independent Counsel can say to a re-
porter? In his recent letter of complaint to Mr.
Brill, the Independent Counsel seems to take
the position that Rule 6(e) should be inter-
preted very narrowly to apply only to disclo-
sures of events or testimony that actually
occur in the grand jury room. The law in the
District of Columbia Circuit does not support
that view.

In its opinion in the Dow Jones case, which
was decided in May of this year, the D.C. Cir-
cuit wrote that Rule 6(e) reaches ‘‘not only
what has occurred and what is occurring, but
also what is likely to occur. Encompassed
within the rule of secrecy are the identities of
witnesses or jurors, the substance of testi-
mony as well as actual transcripts, the strat-
egy or direction of the investigation, the delib-
erations of questions of jurors, and the like.’’

The Dow Jones case makes clear that Rule
6(e) applies much more broadly than the Inde-
pendent Counsel has argued in his public
statements over the past few days. A review
by the Justice Department’s Office of Profes-
sional Responsibility is a good first step to-
ward resolving the important factual and legal
issues that are disputed in this case.
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Mr. VENTO. Mr. Speaker, I am honored and
privileged to submit to the RECORD Secretary
of State Madeleine K. Albright’s insightful and
promising commencement address to the Uni-
versity of Minnesota College of Liberal Arts on
Sunday, June 14, 1998 for Members review. I
hope my colleagues will examine its message:
America must lead. We must lead in the pur-
suit of global freedom and democracy, enforc-
ing greater human rights, supporting the nu-
clear test ban agreement, limiting the prolifera-
tion of nuclear weapons, striving to improve
the working conditions around the world and
protecting earth’s natural resources. This ad-
dress was a powerful statement and was very
well received by the graduates and the gen-
eral public.
UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA COLLEGE OF LIB-

ERAL ARTS SPRING COMMENCEMENT AD-
DRESS, JUNE 14, 1998

(By Secretary of State Madeleine K.
Albright)

Thank you, Vice-President Mondale, for
that wonderful introduction. It’s great to see
you again and thank you for welcoming me
to your state.

Regents of the University, President
Yudof, Dean Rosenstone, honorary degree re-
cipient Estes, Teacher of the Year Professor
Sugnet, U.S. Representative Bruce Vento,
Members of the class of 1998 and your fami-
lies, faculty, and friends, I am delighted to
be here and honored that you asked me to
share this day with you.

To the parents here this morning, let me
say that I understand how you feel. I had
three daughters graduate from college and
each time the emotions were the same: in-
tense pride—and immense relief.

To the Class of ’98, I add my heartfelt con-
gratulations to those of Fritz Mondale.
Today is a day to celebrate; it is the payoff
for all the late nights in the library and the
long hours studying. Graduation is one of the
five great milestones in life. The others are
birth, marriage, death and the day you fi-
nally pay off your student loan.

Now, at last, only one thing still stands be-
tween you and your degree. And that is my
speech. The bad news is that I am a former
professor. Even my soundbites are fifty min-
utes long.

The good news is that I will not inform you
that you had more fun in college than you
will ever have again, for that might depress
you. I will not place the weight of the world
upon your shoulders, for that might intimi-
date you. And I will not lecture you about
your social habits, for that will always be
your parents’ job.

Instead, I want to discuss with you some of
the choices which we as a society and as a
nation face. For nations are like people.
Each must choose whether to live their lives
selfishly and complacently or to act with
courage and faith.

We are privileged to reside in a country
that, through most of this century, has cho-
sen the latter course, to lead. So that today,
we are helping to shape events in every re-
gion on every continent in every corner of
the world.

We exercise this leadership not out of sen-
timent, but out of necessity. For we Ameri-
cans want to live, and we want our children
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